THE BIENNIAL CONFERENCE 
November 30th and December Ist 


LORENCE BAYARD HILLES, National 
Chairman of the Woman’s Party, has sent the 
following letter to all the State branches of the 
Woman’s Party in connection with the call to the 
Biennial National Conference to be held at Colum- 
bus, Ohio, November 30th and December Ist: 


In sending you the Call to our Biennial National Con- 
ference, I cannot impress upon you too strongly how 
very necessary it is that your State should be repre- 
sented by as many of your members as you can pos- 
sibly send. 

Unless women themselves are undergoing the results 
and privations of “protective legislation,” or being 
thrown out of their right to earn their living because 
of their sex, or — they do not seem to realize 
the critical position of all women in the economic world 
—especially because of the threatening of the minimum 
wage, and interstate compacts. 


Frank and free expression such as our Conference 
program presents should aid immeasurably strong group 
action. In spite of continued official vaporings of 
Bs goons of opportunity,” it is still denied to women, 
and only through our own united effort can we hope 
to make good our constitutional right to life, liberty and 
the pursuit of happiness. Do therefore, increase your 
membership, and send to the Conference as many repre- 
sentatives as ible. I urge you most s y to do 
your utmost for our cause. 


For information concerning the Conference, 
please write to Mrs. Helen Robbins Bittermann, 
1259 W. Sixth Avenue, Columbus, Ohio, Chair- 
man of Local Arrangements. 


COUNCIL OF WOMEN WILL STUDY 
AMENDMENT 


The National Council of Women, of which the 
Woman’s Party is one of the constituent members, 
voted on October 14th at its Biennial Convention 
to make a study of the Equal Rights Amendment. 
The Convention also adopted a resolution warn- 
ing its members to defend “the right of women to 
work on equal terms with men and their right to 
bear their full share of the responsibility for 
making democracy effective.” 


Mrs. Jane Norman Smith, who led the Woman’s 
Party delegation at the Convention, was elected 
third vice president. Mrs. Ruth Haller Ottaway 
was elected president to succeed Mrs. Lena 
Madesin Phillips. Other officers named included 
Mrs. Ella A. Boole, first vice president; Mrs. Geline 
MacDonald Bowman, second vice president; Mrs. 
Bessie Locke, fourth vice president; Mrs. Harold 
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V. Milligan, recording secretary; Mrs. William 
C. Wessell, corresponding secretary, and Mrs. 
Charles J. Reeder, treasurer. 

The National Council of Women is an associa- 
tion made up of the leading national organiza- 
tions of women in the United States with a mem- 
bership of approximately 3,000,000 women. It 
is the American section of the International Coun- 
cil of Women. The International Headquarters 
is in Paris and the International President is Lady 
Aberdeen of Scotland. 


DEBATE AT LEAGUE OF NATIONS 
FIRST DAY’S DEBATE 
On the Nationality Treaty 


HE historic discussion in the Juridical Com- 
mission of the League of Nations Assembly 

on the right of women to equality with men was 
introduced by Mr. McKinnon Wood, Assistant 
Chief of the Legal Section of the League, on 
September 13. Mr. McKinnon Wood summar- 
ized the history of the question since it had been 
before the League. He then placed before the Com- 
mission the Equal Nationality Treaty, which was 
signed at Montevideo by 19 American Republics, 
and which has been ratified by the United States, 


Chile, Mexico, and Honduras. The debate was as 


follows: 


M. Frasheri, Delegate from Albania, opened the de- 
bate, stating that he was against the principle of equal- 
ity in dealing with the nationality of women. 


Mr. Knowles (New Zealand) said that he thought the 
question should remain open. 


Mme. Starhemberg (Austria) explained why Austria 
could not agree that a married woman should have a 
different nationality from that of her husband. 


M. de Szent-Istvany 11 spoke to the effect 
that The Hague Codification Confere 

* _ that could at present be attained by way of 
a ea * 


M. Gavrilovitch (Yugoslavia) pointed out that the law 
in his country approximated to the Montevideo Equal 
Nationality Convention. He thought, however, that this 
question was exclusively one to be dealt with by national 
legislation. 


M. neers (Chile) 1 that from the outset his 
country supported the efforts of women’s organiza- 
tions to amend The Hague Nationality Convention. He 
pointed out that the eee of equality of the sexes as 
regards nationality figured in the Constitution of Chile 
itself and that that country had been one of the first 
to ratify the Montevideo Convention. He thought they 
might all agree in proposing that the Assembly should 
congratulate the South-American States on their activ- 
ity in this field and remind the Governments that the 


nce had secured the 
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Montevideo Convention remained open for their acces- 


Mlle. Forchhammer (Denmark) said that, in her coun- 
try and in most other Scandinavian countries, a woman 
retained her nationality even if she acquired another 
nationality by marriage. She was gratified with the 
results attained at Montevideo and hoped the Assembly 
would decide that the matter should continue to be in- 
vestigated and would remind Governments that the 
Montevideo Convention was open for their accession. 


Mme. Kollontai (U. S. S. R.) was pleased at the adop- 
tion of the Montevideo Convention. Her country had 
been the first to introduce in 1918 the principle that the 
law should make no distinction between the sexes. 


M. Gomez (Mezico) said that his Government entirely 
accepted the principles of the Montevideo Convention 
whic in his view tended to ensure the happiness of 
women. 


M. Politis (Greece) observed that the League of Na- 
tions had not wished to take sides in the proposed re- 
form; the matter remained stationary save in the new 
world. He asked for what precise reason the Monte- 
video Convention had been laid before the Assembly. 
For him the question was one of freedom. They must 
not abandon one system of constraint to enter into 
another —— of constraint. Personally, he was in 
favor of equality of the two sexes as regards nation- 
ality and thought that the objections raised against that 
principle were unfounded. As a sociologist, he noted 
that in each country the law on this subject depended 
on the manners and customs of the country in question. 
As the adoption of the principle by the League of Na- 
tions could not overcome national difficulties, he asked 
the protagonists of the reform to consider whether the 
me they had selected in bri this question be- 
fore the League was the best way of securing success. 


M. Liu Chieh (China) said that the law of his coun- 


SECOND DAY’S DEBATE 


On the Nationality Treaty 


Mile. Reutz (Norway) spoke in favor of the Monte- 
video Convention and insisted on the need for inter- 
national action as a sure means of producing a psycho- 
logical effect. | 

M. Hearne (Irish Free State) said that in his coun- 
try the law, gave effect to the principle of the equality 
of the two sexes as regards nationality. While he favored 
equality as defined in the Montevideo Convention, he 
thought that this question could not be solved by an 
international convention until more progress had 
made by municipal legislation. 

Sir William Malkin (United ay ye thought that 
there must be ter unanimity in the international 
community (and, so far as his Government’s attitude 
was concerned, in the British community) before inter- 
national action could be taken. 


M. Sobolewski (Poland) said that his Government 
was not in favor of introducing into Polish law a princi- 
ple proclaiming the a independence of a woman 
as regards her husband in the matter of nationality. 
Such a principle would have an unfavorable effect on 
the unity of the family, on the children. 


Mr. Gorge (Switzerland) said that his Government 
was op to the equality of the two sexes as regards 
nationality. Such a system would, in his opinion, gravely 

rejudice the 1 of the family. The matter was one 
or decision by individual States. : 


M. Hiitonen (Finland) thought that the 
might recommend States to incorporate the principles 
of the Montevideo Equal Nationality Convention in their 
national legislation. 


M. Palacios (Spain) said that his country had shown 
the greatest respect for women’s rights. He expressed 


legal status of women ap 0 


his sympathetic appreciation for the Montevideo Equal 
Nationality Convention. 


Mme. Kluyver (Netherlands) said that her coun 
could not favor 10 — Convention. * 


Mlle. Hesselgren (Sweden) would have preferred to 
let the. question remain dormant for a few years but 
owing to the number of delegations that had asked for 
the question to be brought at once before the Assembly, 
an effort at further progress should be made. She ex- 
plained that women’s organizations were insisting on 
the reform, not for theoretical reasons, but owing to 


experience, especially that gained during the late war. 


M. Osusky (Czechoslovakia) agreed that the problem 
before the Committee must be solved by legislation in 
each country. But in framing legislation, each country 
must take account of what other countries had done. In 
his view, the position of women in time as well 
as in war time deserved attention. Under the abnormal 
political and economic conditions of international life 
at the moment, encouragement should be given to the 
efforts for finding a solution of the problem of the na- 
tionality of women, which had its essentially human 
as well as its legal aspects. He was in favor of acces- 
sion to the Montevideo Nationality Convention. 


M. Gavrilovitch (Yugoslavia) was in favor of prog- 
ress on this question. 

M. Gajardo (Chile) proposed that the Assembly should 
express its appreciation of the Montevideo Convention, 
and should remind States that the Convention was open 


for accession 23 4 State and invite women's o i- 
zations to collaborate in a further investigation of the 


subject, and that a drafting committee should be ap- 


pointed to prepare the text of a resolution. 


THIRD DAY’S DEBATE 
On the Equal Rights Treaty | 
The Commission then took up the question 


of the entire status of women and the Equal 
Rights Treaty, as follows: 


Mme. Westergaard (Denmark) claimed for women 
— economic social freedom and equality. 

he gave an account of the 8 on the subject in 
Denmark and asked that the gue conduct an inquiry 
in various countries into the status of women. 


M. Hearne (Irish Free State) was * oe that the 
n Assembly’s 
agenda. His Government had investigated the exact 


significance of equality of status, having regard to the 


Montevideo Convention on the subject. He proposed 
that the Assembly should ask Governments to state what 
was the legal situation of women in their country and 
that Women’s International Organizations should be 
consulted on the subject, and that the result should be 
communicated to the seventeenth Assembly. 


M. de Szent-Istvany (Hungary) was against the prin- 
ciple contained in the Montevideo Convention on the 
status of women. In his view, the acquisition of new 
hts rd women would cause them to lose certain rights 
which they raha | had, in particular as regards suc- 
cession, and equality of status would be rejudicial to 
the family and to the welfare of women themselves. 
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FOURTH DAY’S DEBATE 
On the Nationality Treaty | 
On the fourth day, a resolution on the Nation- 


ality Treaty was brought in by the Drafting Com- 
mittee and adopted by the Commission. Before the 
vote was taken, statements were made as follows 
by the delegates from Switzerland and the Soviet 
nion: 


M. Gorge (Switzerland) said that the draft resolu- 
tion was not satisfactory to the Swiss delegation. In 
a spirit of compromise, however, he would abstain from 
votng. 


Mme. Kollontai (U. S. S. R.) made the following dec- 
laration: As the new draft resolution on the nation- 
ality of women does not explicitly endorse the principle 
of equality of the sexes in this field and as, owing to the 
— a raised by certan delegations, no such refer- 
ence been made in the above draft resolution, the 
U. S. S. R. delegation, while voting for the draft reso- 
lution, asks that it should be stated in the First Com- 
mittee’s report to the Assembly that, during the debates 
in the First Committee on nationality of women, 
several delegations, including that of the U. S. S. R., 
supported the principle 
matter of na 


On the Equal Rights Treaty 
The Commission then turned to the Equal Rights 


Treaty: 


e pr e 

admitted in many rters and her Government would 
5 — 12 ty in ratifying the Treaty of 


Labor tion was competent in all that 
concerned the rights of women workers. 


M. Htitonen (Finland) said the Montevideo Tey 
did not seem to the best method of securing equal- 
His Government would not be ready to go so far 
ong the road to equality as to deprive women of the 
protection that was already assured them. He did not 
think that the question was ripe for solution on the lines 
of the Treaty of Montevideo. 


Mile. Reutz (Norway) said that in her country the 
law did not make much distinction between the two 
sexes and the situation was steadily meprerene Her 
Government could easily accept the principle of the 
bie ty of Montevideo and the pro for an investi- 
gation. 


Mme. Yen Chen (China) explained that the new con- 
stitution of her country provided that all citizens were 
equal before the law and that the Civil Code ensured the 
equality of the two sexes as regards marriage and in- 
— said that her ready 

participa any measures deci on League 
on the lines of the Treaty of Montevideo. 


M. Rolin (Belgium) considered that conditions varied 
greatly from one country to another, and he wondered 
whether it was wise to grant the same degree of free- 
dom to women in all countries. He alluded to slavery 
in certain parts of the world and to the absence of 
political liberty, and pointed out that even the rights of 
men were not guaranteed everywhere. He proposed a 
draft embodying his ideas. 


Sir William Malkin (United Kingdom) pointed out 
that the principle of general equality had been ac- 
cepted to a great extent in his country. His Govern- 
ment was favorable to the idea that civil and po- 
litical status of women should, as far as practically 


of equal rights for women in the 


possible, be equal to that of men. But he thought that 
countries would be slow to accept an international 
obligation to do away with all differences existing be- 
tween men and women as rds their status. In his 
view, ter progress could be realized through na- 
tional legislation. He could not agree to ask Govern- 
ments to accept the text of the Treaty of Montevideo, 
but he would have no objection to Governments being 
asked to state their views. 


Mme. Kluyver (Netherlands), after laining the 

ition as regards women’s status in her country, 

ubted whether the matter came within the League’s 
purview. 


Mme. Kollontai (U. S. S. R.) emphasized that the 
Léague Covenant itself approved the principle of 
equality by giving women access to ts in the Secre- 
tariat. She supported the Treaty while at the same time 


they deprived of the pro- 
Mr. Officer (Australia) agreed with Sir William 
Malkin’s statement. 
M. Gorge (Switzerland) shared the doubts expressed 


for the jurisdiction of each State. He doubted whether 
an enquiry was desirable. 


Mme. Malaterre-Sellier (France) said that Govern- 
ments should be asked to make a full enquiry into the 
matter and to forward through the Secretary-General 
a report to the Assembly. | 


M. Gomez (Mexico) expressed the sympathy of his 
Government with the proposal to place this question on 
the Assembly’s agenda. 


M. de Francisci (Italy) pointed out that law involved 
ity, but not always equality. He referred to the 
difference in conditions in different countries, holding 
that it was not possible to solve the problem by a de- 
cision of principle. For him, it was a problem for 
national legislaton. He did not even think that the 
League could take action of such a kind. 


FIFTH DAY’S DEBATE 


On the fifth day, the proposed resolutions were 
finally adopted for submission to the plenary ses- 
sion of the Assembly. Prior to their adoption, 
Mme. Kollontai said that her government regarded 
the resolution on the Equal Rights Treaty as the 
first step in international action with regard to the 
equality of the sexes. 


IN THE PLENARY SESSION 


On September 24 Mr. Gajardo (Chile) presented 
the Commission’s report on the Nationality Treaty 
to the plenary session. The report was accepted. 
On September 25, Mr. Hearne (Ireland) presented 
the Commission’s report on the entire status of 
women. This was also approved. The two reso- 
lutions adopted by the Assembly at this session 
were as follows, in their general outline: 


The Nationality Treaty. The Assembly drew 
the attention of governments to the fact that 
the Montevideo Nationality Treaty was open to 
adherence by all governments. | 


The Equal Rights Treaty. The Assembly 
recommended the study of the question by gov- 
ernments and women’s organizations with a 
view to further consideraton by a subsequent 


M. Maurette, representing the International Labor 
~~ said that there was no doubt that the Interna- 


Page Four 


EQUAL RIGHTS 


October 1, 1935 


LETTERS FROM GENEVA 


From Madeleine Doty, Member 
Women’s Consultative Committee 
created by League of Nations Council 


FEEL that you of the Woman’s Party have 
started a big movement internationally. 

I think it can be said that more was accom- 
plished at the Assembly than we could have hoped 
for under the circumstances. For the first time 
in history, equal rights for women was considered 
internationally by all the governments of the 
world. That is no mean achievement. That is the 
big story—that, for five days, delegates from more 
than forty countries considered the problem of 
equal status for women with men. 


The resolutions adopted call the attention of the 
members of the League to the fact that the Monte- 
video Equal Nationality Treaty is open to accession 
by all States, and ask for observations from the 
governments and from women’s international or- 
ganizations on the entire status of women, for 
consideration by the Assembly at a subsequent ses- 
sion. The Russian delegate, Madame Kollontai, 
characterized the Assembly’s resolution on the 
status of women “as the first step in international 
action with regard to the equality of the sexes.” 

The President of the Assembly, Mr. Eduard 
Benes, of Czechoslovakia, opened his summary of 
the work accomplished by the Assembly with the 
statement: 


Two questions, those of the status of women and of 
the nationality of women, have already occasioned keen 
debates at previous Assemblies. This year they have 

made fresh progress, and there is reason to hope that 
the discussions of the coming years will finally conclude 


the campaign which has been conducted round these two 


questions. 


But to begin at the beginning. The debate 
opened in the Juridical Commission of the League 
on September 13, and continued through Septem- 
ber 21. The resolutions adopted by the Juridical 
Commission were then brought before the plenary 
session and adopted on September 24 and 25. 


The resolutions were introduced in the Assembly 
and the campaign was conducted by the Consulta- 
tive Committee, but the achievement represented 
the work of thousands of women and the whole 
campaign was made possible by them. 


From Abby Scott Baker, who represented 
the Inter-American Commission of Women 
at the recent Assembly 


All is finished. The Assembly accepted the re- 
ports on the Equal Nationality Treaty and the 
Equal Rights Treaty this morning. 

The Juridical Commission of the League, every 
seat occupied, gave five full days to us—a great 
contrast to the half-empty chairs on other subjects. 
When the final vote was taken, all the Commission 
and all alternates crowded in, filling the whole cen- 
ter of the floor. It was tense and dramatic. 

Mme. Alexandria Kollontai, Soviet Minister to 
Stockholm, has been absolutely superb. Dr. Ga- 
jardo of Chile deserves warm commendation, too, 


and Mr. Hearne of Ireland—he fought as hard as 
he could. 


For myself, I think the results better than could 
have been hoped for. 


No women’s organization, excepting the Con- 
sultative Committee, submitted any resolution. 


From Anna Nilsson, of Sweden, 
officer of Equal Rights International 


I want to congratulate you. Today the Equal- 
ity Resolutions were accepted. The nationality 
question will still be kept open. About the status 
of women—the countries and organizations are 
asked to make observations. This last may be a 
great thing! 

Mme. Kollontai, the Russian delegate, has been 
excellent, speaking and acting—and has had meet- 
ings for the press. She is devoted to the equality 
principle. The Chinese woman delegate was very 
clever and sweet, Mme. Yen Chenn. : 


From Lola Maverick Lloyd, 
Chairman, International Committee 
of Woman’s Party 


We are saying “things might have been worse,” 
but that’s cold comfort for not getting all we 
wanted! I must say that the general interest has 
been in our two subjects of equality, nationality 
and general status of women. You would have 
been pleased with the dignified tone of discussion 
in the first commission this year. So many groups 
of women showed their interest, too! Not all of 
them thoroughly enlightened, to be sure. But give 
them time, and the rank and file will understand 
and put pressure on their slow leaders. 


This year’s Chinese woman was excellent and 
so was the new Norwegian—but Kollontai is the 
clever, dandy fighter and strategist and Hearne of 
Ireland made an eloquent plea and stood by it. 


From Dr. Renee Girod, of Switzerland, 
treasurer, Women’s Consultative Committee 
created by League of Nations Council 

Your last letter, including the Woman’s 
Party’s second donation of one hundred dollars to 
the Women’s Consultative Committee, is in my 
possession and my gratefulness to you is great. 


We have all had a very hard time this year. Be- 
sides battling against men, we have had to fight a 
crowd of women! We cannot claim victory, but it 
might have been worse. Mr. Gajardo is satisfied; 
he has been wonderful! 


The Assembly has voted two resolutions which 
will attract attention to both the Montevideo equal- 
ity treaties. | 


From Dorothy Evans, Honorary Secretary, 
Women’s Consultative Committee 
created by League of Nations Council 
The campaign was very active and encouraging. 
I think the debate was unique in history. The 


whole campaign has put our question in the fore- 
front of world politics. 
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